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result to which the Principle of Indifference would lead is that
which experience recommends. Therefore in complex cases,
where there is no basis of experiment at all, we may assume that
Experience, if experience there was, would speak with the same
voice as Indifference. This is to assert that, because in one case,
where there is no known reason to the contrary, there actually
is none, therefore in other cases incapable of verification the
absence of known reason to the contrary proves that actually
there is none.
The attempt to justify the rules of inverse probability on
statistical grounds I have failed to understand ; and after a care-
ful reading, I am unable to produce an intelligible account of
the argument involved in the latter part of chapter vii. of the
Logic of Chance.1 I am doubtful whether Venn should not have
excluded d posteriori arguments in probability from his scheme
as well as inductive arguments. The attempt to include them
may have been induced by a desire to deal with all cases
in which numerical calculation has been commonly thought
possible.
9. The argument so far has been solely concerned with the
case for the frequency theory developed in the Logic of Chance.
The criticisms which follow will be directed against a more
general form of the same theory which may conceivably have
recommended itself to some readers. It is unfortunate that no
adherent of the doctrine, with the exception of Venn, has at-
tempted to present the theory of it in detail Professor Karl
Pearso^ for instance, probably agrees with Venn in a general
way only, and it is very likely that many of the foregoing remarks
do not apply to his view of probability; but while I generally
disagree with the fundamental premisses upon which his work
in probability and statistics seems to rest, I am not clearly
aware of the nature of the philosophical theory from which he
thinks that he derives them and which makes them appear to
him to be satisfactory. A careful exposition of his logical pre-
suppositions would greatly add to the completeness of his work.
In the meantime it is only possible to raise general objection^ to
1 Let the reader, who is acquainted "with this chapter, consider what precise
assumption Yenn's reasoning requires on p. 187 in the example which seeks to
show the efficacy of Lord Lister's antiseptic treatment d posteriori. What is
the * inevitable assumption about the bags * when it is translated into the
language of this example 2